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[ill its present form*,] truly God indeed knows. The historical
account that has reached us [is various and uncertain,] some
saying that Clemem, who was Bishop of Rome., wrote the
Epistle, others Luke, who wrote the Gospel^ and the Acts?
p. 247.

Michaelis here thinks, that by iaropta tig rijaa^ <j)9aaa<yay Ori-
gen meant " oral accounts;" and he contends, that " neither of
these contradictory accounts can be true: for the style of the
Epistle to the Hebrews, is neither that of St. Luke, nor that of
Clement of Rome : and the latter especially, if we may judge
from what is now extant of his works, had it not even in his
power to write an Epistle so replete with Jewish learning"
p. 247.

What now is the force of Origeifs evidence, supposing that
his opinion is fairly and fully related by Eitsebius, which may be
doubted t ? Why surely, that Paul was the original author of
the Epistle, as confirmed "by primitive tradition. The oral ac-
count, upon which he founded his conjecture was vague ; and
Michaelis lias satisfactorily shewn, that it could not be true in
either case: what then remains by all the rules of right reason-
ing? Unquestionably, that rejecting the oral account as false,
we should embrace the primitive tradition as true. And con-
sequently admit, that no one but the Apostle himself could be
the author of an Epistle so replete with Jewish learning, who
was educated at the feet of Gamaliel himself, (Acts xxii 3,) and
disputed with the first Jewish Rabbis of the age, in Asia, Greece^
and Rome.

By the failure, therefore, of the paradoxical hypothesis of
MichaeliS) in all its branches, the positive evidence is still
further strengthened : we may now rest assured, that the Epistle
was written in Greek, not in Hebrew, by St. Paul himself, not
by any one else. The celebrity of Michaelis, as a sacred critic,
and the deference paid to his authority, especially in Germany,
combined with the high Biblical importance of the enquiry,

* Origen sajs nothing of Ilebiew; and Paul's usual conversation was in Greek, his
mother tongue. We may reckon, therefore, that he i ejected the hypothesis of Clemens

jllexandrinus, his master.

f Origen, In his writings still extant, expressly and repeatedly attributes this Epistle
to St, Paul as the author. See laidner's testimonies, II. p. 4403 472, 473, who thinks
that Or%t'w, changed his ibimcr opinion with his riper years.